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A 


PREFACE. 


T is of no further concernment to acquaint the Pub- 
lick with the occaſion of penning theſe Papers, than 
as the occaſion might have an influence on the Deſign; 
and as it may be very uſeful to inform the Reader of 

the Deſign, that he may the better know what to expett in 
the Performance. 

He may therefore be pleaſed to underſtand that the fol- 
lowing Queries were tendred to a Gentlewoman of the Com- 
munion of the Church of England by a Romaniſt, who had 
a deſign of ſeducing her ; and that they were anſwered by 
another hand, but on ſuch Principles, or in ſuch a way of 
management, as that it did not give her the defired ſatis- 
fation. This gave occaſion to ſome that were concerned 
for her, to ſhew the Paper to ſome others, in order to the 
inviting them to undertake it in a way that might be like- 
ly to prove more ſucceſsful. By this means of Communica- 
tion it came at length to my hands, from a Perſon who firſt 
defired my Opinion concerning it ; and then with ſome ear- 
neſtneſs importuned me to commit my thoughts to writing, 
Purſuant therefore to this occaſion, my Deſign was in the 
firft place to ſhew from ſound Principles, that the Church 
of England is able to defend her Reformation ſrom the 
Errors of the Romaniſts , aud to clear her ſelf, as far as 
She is charged with that Breach of Communion which fol- 
lowed thereupon, withour giving any advantage to the 
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Non-Conformiſts to juſtifie either their firſt Separation 
from Vs, or their Eternal Subdivifions from one another, 
Nor was 1 willing to engage a Perſon in the Gentlewomans 
condition, in any Controverſies that might be ſpared with- 
out Injury to the merit of the Cauſe ; or to debate even ſuch 
as could not ſo be ſpared, by ſuch Arguments as might ex- 
ceed her opportunities of Enquiring,or her capacity of Judg- 
ing, ſo as to oblige her to depend on the condutt of others 
mire Inquifitive and Fudicious. Bat I have either waved 
Authorities where / could debate the Caſe by Arguments 
leſs liable to Diſpure, and better ſuited to the underſtand- 
ing of a Gentlewoman ; or where I have been neceſſitated 
to infiſt on them, I have endeavoured to make out their 
Credibility by ſuch Prelumptions as are eajre to be under- 
ſtood, and familiar in parallel Caſes, and generally granted 
as moſt Prudent, whenever unskiltul Perſons find them- 
ſelves obliged to acquieſce in the conduit of Perſons more 
Skiltul and judicious than themſelves. And 1 have pur- 
poſely avoided all Citations of Authors, even where ne- 
ceſſary, but ſuch as were to be had, even in Engliſh, and 

therefore might be conſulted by the Gentlewoman her ſelf. 
I confeſs thoſe other Reaſonings fit for Scholars, as they 
are more ſubtle, ſo they are withal more ſolid and conclu- 

ſive. But withal I conſider, 1. That thoſe things where: 
in Scholars have the advantage of unlearned Perſons, 
are principally ſuch wherein Reading, ts abſolutely neceſſary 
for their Hiſtorical conveyance to us. It is certainly im- 
poſſible for any to know what Dottrines were maintained in 
the Apcilles times ( and conſequently what Dofrines are 
true, where they are ſuppoſed capable of no other Evie 
dence of their being true, but becauſe they were ſo main- 
tained ) without inſight into the ſeveral Hiſtories and Au- 
thors of the intermediate Ages threuzh which they are to 
be deduced. But for other things whoſe evidence of their 
being true, des not depend on Tech a conveyance, the Rea- 
* ſon 
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ſon of the thing is a ſufficient Evidence ; and of this every 
equally rational Perſon, how little ſoever he be conver- 
fant in Authors, is an equally competent Judge. And 
of this kind are many of the things here mentioned, on 
which the ſtreſs of the cauſe depends. The prudent Rea- 
der will eafily diſcern which they are , without my inſtax- 
cing. And 2. even in thoſe things which yon Poſt- 
tive Revelation, and wherein the only means of our Aſſu- 
rance of them is Hiſtorical Tradition ; though it be in- 
deed true that Perſons of little Reading cannot ſo compe- 
tently aſſure themſelves of the Writings and Opinions of 
former Ages, without the aſſiſtance of others more conver- 
ſant in thoſe Studies : Tet fince it is not the way of Pru- 
dent rational Perſons, therefore to conclude a thing to have 
been revealed by the Apoſtles, becauſe ſuch Authors tell 
us that it was ſo ; much leſs becauſe ſuch Authors main- 
tained it, as their own Opinion ; but firſt to aſſure them- 
ſelves of ſuch things on which the Credibility of ſuch Au- 
thors in ſuch matters may be made clear to us, and then 
of thoſe Expreſſions from whence they conclude ſuch Au- 
thors to have given Teſtimony to ſuch a thing as an Apoſtc= 
lical Tradition : It is plain that the Judgment of theſe 
things depends wholly on the Reaſon of the things them- 
ſelves. And therefore where Learned Men are agreed, as 
to their accounts of the Authors and their Expreſſions ; 
and where the only remaining Diſpute is, Whether ſuch 
undoubted Works of ſuch Authors be competent fer the 
conveyance of a Tradition ; and whether ſuch Expreſſions, 
confidered in all their Circumſtances, come heme to the Con- 
troverfres at preſent debated; theſe are things where-f 
c: mmon Prudence, and a cultivated natural Judgment may 
as well qualifis Men to paſs a Cenſure as the greateſt Read- 
ing imaginable. And this ſeems to me the beſt way In af- 
fairs «of this nature, to wave ſuch things as were diſputed 
am-ng Learned Men crmcerning their Hiſtorical Informati- 
ons, 
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ons, and only to found my reaſonings on their unanimous 
Conceſſions. And moſt of the Controverfies betwixt Us 
and the Romaniſts are of that nature as to be capable of 
this way of management. Now this way of not intermed- 
ling in the Diſputes of Learned men, but only proceeding 
on their unqueſtioned Conceſſions zs ( as moſt ſolid and 
ſatisfactory to the moſt accurate Learned men themſelves, 
ſo ) moſt prudent and eafie for thoſe who are unlearned. 
And" 3. even as to thoſe other things wherein T have indeed 
proceeded on popular Preſumptions, yet confidering that 
theſe are the only Reaſons which God has fitted to the capa- 
cities of the greateſt part of Mankind, and that God ts in 
his Goodneſs concerned to give them Reaſons ſufficient for 
their direftion, and that the Nature of the Things them: 
ſelves is of importance to his Government, and that it us 
therefore requiſite that their direfions be ſuch as may not 
only excuſe their miſtakes, but ſecure them of the Truth 
it ſelf ; I ſay, theſe things being conſidered, there will be 
reaſen to believe, that however fallible ſuch general Pre- 
ſumptions may be in their own nature, yet that God in his 
Goodneſs has ſo ordered the matter in affairs of this nature, 
as that thoſe who are guided by theſe Preſumptions, may 
by the uſe of them be ſecured of the Truth it ſelf in theſe 
Particulars. 

As for the Method obſerved in this Diſcourſe, it is ſuch 
as I conceived moſt clear and comprehenſiue in few words, 
and yet withal moſt accurate and ſatisfafory to a doubting 
Perſon. For any one may be much more ſecure of a Conſe- 
quence when he i firſt ſecured of all its Principles, and 
he can much better judge of them when he has an intire 
Proſpett of them in the natural Order wherein they lye , 
and wherein they are neceſſary for the deduftion of ſuch a 
Conſequence. Tet T have neither deduced my Principles too 
remotely, but as near as 1 could find them clear and in- 
diſputable ; Nor have we inſiſted on the Proof of thoſe 

Y that 
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that were clear, any further than I conceived it neceſſary 
to do ſo from the attual Diſputes concerning the Conſe- 
quence. And I have been careful rather to prove than 
to confute ; which 7 conceived to be a courſe, as leſs In- 
vidious to Adverfaries (who ſbould find themſelves no fur- 
ther concerned than as the conſequences of poſitive Truths 
might make them concern'd ) ſo alſo more ſatisfatory to 
a Perſon in the Gentlewomans condition. And in the whole 
I am ſo little conſcious of any deſign of diſpleaſing any to 
whom Truth it ſelf might not prove diſpleaſing, as that if 
any Adverſary ſhall think it worth his time to Anſwer what 
T have laid, TI am not my ſelf afraid of Provocation 
rw any thing which he can ſay in following my Prece- 

ent. 
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Q. r. Whether any one going from the Church of EN G- 
LAND, and dying a Roman Catholick,can be ſaved? 


I. F by the words | can be ſaved ] be meant a poſſibility in 
regard of. the MEANS, we then deny it. For we hold 
that ſuch Errors are maintaincd in that Communion as 
are in their own nature deſtructive at Salvation, 

Such are, 

Iv The Doctrines even of their * Church which oblige them * via. Confid. . 
to do miſchief ( as thole concerning the Popes Spremacy over of Pref. Con- 
Princes in Temporals, and concerning their Duty of proſecuting £477: 
Hereticks ) The Þ looſneſs of their Caſwmiſtical Divinity, counte- TE _ Jo. 
nanced by ſuch Authorities of Caſaits as muſt needs influence yo 
ſuch Perſons as a&t conformably to the Principles of that Com- and the Moral 
munion 3 and their generally allowing a greater Liberty to ſuch Theolog. of 
Perſons as are delirous to reconcile their Vices with their hopes *heJeſuires; 
of Eternity, by their licentious Applications of thoſe two Di- = —_ 
ſtinions of Precepts and Comnſels, and of Mortal and Venial Sins, atone i 
whereby they make moſt Drties Counſels, and moli Sins only the Jetuites | 
Venial, Which danger is the more conſiderable to an ignorant defence of 
Perſon, who for want of Skill of her own, mult in Prudence, *bemſelves by 
and-by the Principles of that Communion, be obliged to trult 0.49. Form 

| ion 4- 
ſuch unſecure Guides. 2aimſt others. 

2, Not to mention the ill Jatiuence of ſeveral of their Do- 

&rines on the Lives of ſuch as own chem; the very impoſing 

them as matters of Faith, the Excommunicating and Anathemati- 
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Zing all that deny them, the condemning Difſenters as guiity of 
Herefie aud Schiſm ( at leaſt what they call Material ) the inſerting 
ſcveral of their controverted Doftrines into their Liturgies, fo 
that they who cannot believe them,cannot veraciouſly joyn with 
them in their Devotions, arc Innovations from the liberty allow- 
ed in the Primitive Church, wherein many (whom all own for 
excellent Perſons and good Catholicks) never owned, nay ſome 
of them doubted of, or contradicted, ſuch conditions of Com- 
munion 3 in ſum, their unreaſonable grounds of daiding Caths- 
lick Communion, and their Vncharitableneſs to Diſſenters, are Errors 
dangerous to the Salvatiov of the Perſon owning and abetting 
them. For all will own, even the Romanifts themſelves, that 
the Crime of breaking Catholick Communion, where it is juſt- 
ly imputed, is deſtruCtive of Salvation. 

3. Several Abufes of that Church (1 fay of the Church, not 
only of particular Perſons in it) are ſo groſs as that ſeveral 
of the moſt eminent and candid men of their own Communi- 
on have owned them for fuch : ſuch as Prayer in an unknown 
Tongue, denying the Chalice to the Laity, Fabulas Saints and Stories 
ſtill continued in the beſt approved Ecclefialtical Offices, Martyrs 
canonized for bad Cauſes conducing to the greatneſs of the Roman 
See, as Becket for Example :. Yet by the Principles of that Com- 
munion, pretending to Infalibility, it is impoſſible that any Abuſe 
(in defence of which their Church is engaged, as She is here ) 
ſhould ever be reformed, becauſe it is impoſſible that a Church, 
ſo pretending to be Infalible, ſhould ever grant-any ſuch thing 
to be an Abuſe. And many more abules are by the moderate 
Perſons \ of their Communion owned in the Court of Rome, 
which 6 by the power allowed to the Cort over their Church, 
by the general conſent of the Church it ſelf, cannot poſſibly be 
reformed, Sceing therefore that the Church of Rome does thus 
oppoſe all poſſible Reformation of Abuſes of this nature ; and 
ſceing that, whilſt theſe Abuſes are not retormed, many of them 
may ultitie a Separation, and molt of them may do it when all 
hopes of Reformation are proteſſedly oppoſed 3 Catholick Peace 
on ſuch terms as may, not only lawtully, but commendably, be 
yiclded, will be impoſſible. And the abetting of ſuch a Party 
as makes Catholick, Peace on juſt terms impoſſtble, muſt needs be an 
Error deliructive of Salvation. This is a miſchief unavoidably 
conſcquent to miſtakes in a Society pretending to be Infallible. 


As 
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As theſe Errors are thus of their own nature deſiruQtive of 
Salvation, ſo going over to that Communion from an- 
other, does naturally involve the Perſon doing fo, in the 
aCtual guilt of the Errors themſelves : 

T. Becauſe Communicating ( according to all ) docs involve the 
Perſons communicating in the guilt of ſuch Errors, at leaft, as 
are impoled as conditrons of the Commrenion, as theſe are in the 
Church of Rome. This nceds not to be proved againſt the 
Romanijis, who infilt on it againſt Us, as much as Wedo againſt 
them, 

2, This muſt eſpecially hold in ſuch as revolt from our Church 
to theirs: both becauſe ſuch an embracing of their Communion 
is more an Argument of choice and deſigned preference in ſuch as 
leave others to come to it, than in ſuch as are born in it, and 
conſequently muſt ſignitie a more expreſs approbation of the 
Terms of it ; and becauſe more explicite recantation of our Do- 
Erines are required even from Laick, Revolters, than from ſuch 
as are born in it, 

3. Becauſe the Reſignation of Judgment is expeted more in- 
tire from Women and Laicks than from kilful Perſons ( who may 
in ſome caſes be allowed the Liberty ot their own Judgment 
even by the Principles of that Communion ) ſo that Perſons in 
the Gentlewomans condition, may by this means come to be . 
Reſponſible not only for the dangerous Dodrines of their whole 
Church, but alſo for the Perſinal Errors of their Prieſts and parti- 
cular-Confeſſors : both as they are (by the Principles of that 
Communion ) allowed to be the Authentical Proponents of the 
Dotirines of their Charch, to wnleatned Perſons (who are not them- 
ſelves qualified for judging concerning them ) as their Church 
is of the Dodirines of Chriſt to the Learned ; and as the ſame 
Rules of Prudence oblige them as tirongly to trult their particy- 
lar. Priefts for Opinions, as they do their Church for D-&rines of 
Faith, where they are ſtill preſumcd as uncapable ot judging 
themſclves, 

I. 1f by this poſſibility of Salvation mentioned in the Quelti- 
on, be meant only | a poſſibility of the EVENT |] notwithſtanding 
the dangerouſneſs of the condition of Perſons of that Commu- 
nion, upon account of their being, of it ; then the Reſolution 
will depend on this : How far Errors of their own nature 4am- 
native may not prove actually deſtruttive to the Salvation of the 
particular 
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particular Erroneous Perſon, on account of the Ignorance and 

Unoluntarineſs with which the Perſon comes to be engaged in 

ſuch Errors ? For on theſe accounts it may be conccived that 

the Errors may cither not be imputed to her at all, or be impu- 

ted in.ſo 1 »w a degree as to become -pardonable by the general 
Stipulations and promiſes cf the Goſpel for the pardoning of 
Sins of Inadvertency and humane frailty, which are ſuppoſed expi- 
able by a general Care of tulhlling the conditions of the Evan- 
geclical Covenant, together with a general implicite Repentance 
of Sins unknown as well as known. | 

Now of theſe two ways whereby an Error damnative of its 
own Nature may be hindred from proving, attzally damnative in 
the Event to the Erroneous Perſon, it is only an Invincible Igno= 
rance (that is, ſuch as can be remedied by no means that are in the 
power of the Perſon who is ſuppoſed Erroneous) that can hinder all 
Imputation of her Error to her ; and only ſuch a degree of Vin- 
cible Tgnorance can ſufhce for extenuating the Imputation o far as 
to render it pardonable in the way now mentioned, that is very 
hardly avoidable by the Perſon, conlidering the ftrailty to which 
her condition in this Life is obnoxious. So that for judging con- 
cerning the Condition of Revolters (which is the Gentlewomans 
caſe) the Enquiry will be, what degree of Ignorance they are 
capable of that may make their Errors Iavoluntary ? that is, How 
far ſuch as they are,may be capable of being Tgnorant of their Duty 
to adhere to ours as the true Communion ? And for diſcerning 
this, theſe following Particulars would be tit to be conlidered. 

1. That we arc all agreed (Romaniſts as well as Proteſtants ) 
that all ſorts of Perſons ( Ignorant as well as Learned) are obliged 
to adhere to the true Communion (whatever that is.) in contra- 
dittinCtion to others, at leaſt, under pain of loſing the Ordinary 
means of Salvation, and conſequently that comfortable ſatisfattion 
of the ſecurity of their own condition, which they who enjoy 
the Ordinary means of Salvation mult needs be more capable of 
than they who are neceilitated to repoſe their whole couhdence 
in Gods Extranrdinary Mercies. 

2, That all Perſons being thus obliged by God to embrace 
the true Communion, the Inducements to it mult be ſuppoſed 
{uthcient for the conviction of all, and conſcquent]y ſuited to the 
capacitics of all who are thus concerned to reccive Conviction. 
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conviction of all, there can be no pretence of Iincible Ionorance 
for any but ſuch as are Ignorant of thoſe Reaſons, which can- 
not be ſuppoſed to be the caſe of Revolrers. 

_ it follows, at leaſt, that if Revolters a& rationally, that 
is, Enquire what it is they leave, and why, and accordingly fol- 
low their Convictions as they ought, before their Change z they 
cannot be ſuppoſed capable ot Invincible Ignorance. So that the on- 
ly imaginable pretence for rendring their Error Invincible, muſt 
be the ſuppoſed Invincibleneſs of thole Prejudices which may hin- 
dcr a well-meaning Perſon, acting conſcientiouſly , from acting 
rationally. Which mult be either, 

I. Opinions conceived obligatory in Conſcience, hindring the 
Perſons embracing them from Enquiry, or following their 
own Convictions 3 of which kind many inſtances may be pro- 
duced which are favoured by the Caſuifts of the Roman 
Church ; Or, 

2. Precipitation in paſſing Sentence on a partial Evidence, re- 
ſolving on ſome particular advantage of one Cauſe with- 
out conſidering its diſadvantages, or the advantages of the 
contrary Cauſe, which might poſſibly overweigh it if im- 
partially conſidered : Or, 

3. An wndiſcernible favour to one Cauſe more than another, 
whereby we wilh it rather true in regard of its greater 
compliance with ſome particular Intereſt or Aﬀection, 
which may be thought Innocent, at leaft, if not commendable 3 
which may the more likely prejudice a well-meaning Con- 
ſcienticus Perſon, becauſe it may indeed be Prudent in ſome 
Caſes, and it is not eafic for a Perſon ated by it to diſcern 
when it is not. But it is hard to conceive how any of theſe 
miſtakes can be Invincible in Revolters, 

Not the 1. for 

1. There can be no reaſon to take up ſuch Opinions ſo gratri- 
zouſly, which are ſo Prejudicial to all Reaſoning in general. 

2. There can be no reaſon to take them for granted as firſt 
Principles, without Enquiry, (by which means very abſurd Pro- 
poſitions may be taken up by very rational Perſons) where it is known 
that many skilful, and (as far as can be judged) Conſcientious 
Perſons do, not only queſtion, but, deny them. 

H 3. Res 
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3. Revolters from us cannot as much as pretend any Prcjudices 
of Education to excuſe ſuch miſtakes, ſeeing that among Us they 
hind them utterly diſcountenanced. And as they have thus nei- 
ther Reaſon, nor (among Us.) Authority that miay induce them 
to the belief of thoſe Docrines : So neither, 

4. Can the Authority of our Adverſaries be any probable in- 
ducement to perſwade Revolters to the beliet of theſe irrational 
DoGdrines : 

. 1, Becauſe the Romaniſts themſelves are ſenſible of the abſurdi- 
ty of theſe Dodrines, and their unſerviceableneſs to. their 
own Intereſts when they have to deal with Perſons whom 
they delire to ſeduce; 1o that they are not likely to recom- 
mend ſuch Do&trines to ſuch Perſons, as Credible, on ac- 
count of their own Authority. For if they {ſhould offer to 
perſwade ſuch as they eſteem Hereticks of the unlawtulne(s 
of intermedling in Religious Diſputes, or tollowing their 
own Convictions in them, it would be the means to make 
it impoſſible to Proſclyte ſuch to their own Party. 

2, If they ſhould be ſo imprudent as to perſwade them of the 
Truth of theſe Dodtrines ſo prejudicial to their own inte- 
reſts in theſe Circumſtances; yet the Perſon tempted would 
need no other Argument to confute them than their at- 
tempts to Proſelyte her at the ſame time when they ſhould 
teach her that it were unlawful to hearken to any Reaſons, 
or to venture her own Judgment concerning them, if con- 
trary to what at preſent ſhe believed to be true. 

3. Becauſe if ſhe muſt not truſt her own Judgment, but rely 
on Authority, it would be moſt uſt, as well as moſt Pru- 
dent, to truſt the Authority of her own Party whom She 
has experienced,rather than her Adverſaries whom She has 
not; and therefore it could not be reaſonable to trutt Adver- 
faries contradicting the eminent Guides of her own Party. 

4. Becauſe, at leaft, the Authority of Adverſaries cannot be 
preſumed in'Reaſon ſo great, with a Perſon not yet of their 
Communion, as to oblige her to believe, on their account, 
what She her ſelf thinks Irrational : Nay, rather whiltt it 
is queſtioned how far their Authority is to be truſted (as it 
ought, in reaſon, to be conſidered before a change) and 

whilſt the private Judgment of the Perſon is trulied (as none 
elſe can be) in this debate 3 what in her own judgment 
* ſeems 
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ſecms unreaſonable, would rather render the Authority ſu- 
ſpc&cd if it ſhould recommend it, than be it (elf belicved 
for the Authority. 

Elpecially conlidering 5. that to ſuch a one as is not yet per- 
{waded of the Credibility of their Authority, this would af. 
ford a very prudent Argument tor ſuſpicion of their Inte- 
grity,when they ſhould urge her to the bclict of ſuch things 
whoſe Truth they would not allow her liberty to exaniine 
by her own private Fudgment. 

Not the 2. for 
I. It is hard toconceive a Perſon educated in the true Church 
ſo ignorant of the advantages of her own way, as to be Invincibly 
perlwaded by thoſe of the contrary, which upon a compleart 
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compariſon are (by the Suppoſals laid down in the beginning of Vid.1Ls,2; 


this Diſcourſe) ſo very diſproportionable to them, and which 
may appear ſo by the Judgment of all who are concerncd to judg 
concerning them. 

2, The fallacy of truſting ſuch partial Reprcſentations is ſo 
eaſily diſcovered by the molt ordinary Experience and Prudence in 
human affairs, and ſo univerſally acknowledged in all other ordi- 
nary occurrences, as that it can hardly impole on any who pro- 
ceeds with that Caution which all acknowledg requitite in chan- 

es of great and dangerous conſequence, as all confeſs thoſe of 
eligion to be. 

3» Thoughaleſs advantage on one fide above the other might 
ſuthce, where the Perſon were not pre-engaged in cither ; yet 
all confeſs the diſturbance of a change, and the danger of veu- 
turing on an unexperienced way , fo confliderable, as that they 
are not to be attemptcd on barely Equal terms , which is a further 
warning for the Gentlewoman to be wary, who is temptcd to 
change from the Principles of her Education. 

4. Suppoſing the Perſon were ſo Ignorant as not to diſcern the 
advantages of her own Communion above any other by hcr 
own obſervation, yet in that Caſe, it is on all ſides held Pru- 
dent to hear on both lides what can be faid by them who are 
tkilfal : which if She underſtand, and be able to judg of by her 
ſelt, She muſt then (by the Suppoſals now mentioned ) ſee tae 
advantage of her own fide ; but if She does not, and 1c be ne- 
ceſſitated, even in the choice of her Communion, to rely on the 
conduct of a Guide, it muſt in 1p Caſe be much more Prudent 
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to truſt a Guide whom She has experienced, than one whom 
She has not. 
Not the 3. for 

1. That Favour which is wholly derived from the inclination 
of the Afettions muſt needs be due to that tide wherein the Perſon 
is already engaged: both in Fuſtice, as all generous Perſuns con- 
ceive themſelves obliged in all Caſcs capable of favour, to be 
favourable to thcir old Friends rather than others ; and in Pru- 
dence, becauſe by this means the diſturbance of a change is beſt 
prevented, 

2, If any Favour may be upon reaſonable and well-meanin 
accounts extended to one Cauſe above others : Either hs 
the trial of its Truth is eaſier, or becauſe its Truth (it it may be 
proved) may be conceived ſubſervient to better purpoſes z as 
Mr. Creſſy confeſſes himſelf favourable to the Arguments produ- 
ced for a Fudg of Controverſies, becauſe the deciſion of that Con- 
troverlie alone would prevent the trouble of Enquiring into the 
relt : yet even ſo (if this Favour be taken up and managed as it 
ought to be by a vertuous well-meaning Perſon) it will not ren- 
der the miſtake of a change Invinceble, For, 

1. This Favour (as far as it is juſtifiable by reaſon) is to be 
had for the Religion wherein the Perſon had been educated, and 
of which. She is aQtually poſſeſſed, upon the ſame rational 
accounts whereby that other Favour is conceived juſtihable, 
and in as high a degree of obligation ; both as we are bet- 
ter able to judg of what we know already,than we can be 
preſumed to be of a ſirange Religion ; and as we can be 
more confident in the practice of a Religion we have al- 
ways maintained, than we can in that which muſt ſuppoſe 
us convicted of having been formerly greatly miſiaken. 

2, This Favour, as far as it may be conceived Prudent and 
Rational, can only take place there where all other things 
are ſuppoſed Equal, which cannot be ſuppoſcd in the true 
way: 

3s This Favour ought not to hinder the Perſon from an En- 
guiry into the contrary Cauſe, unleſs th; Evidence produ- 
ced be very certainly convictive, which alſo cannot be ſup- 
poſed in the way we are ſpeaking of. 

4+ This way of Favourable Preſumption being the only way 
by which the generality of the Vulgar are capable to Judg, 

and 
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and there being in the true way inducements for all ſorts 
of People 3 therefore it mult be {aid that if this way be 
managed impartially, that is, if all the Preſumptions on 
both tides be conſidered , this muſt bring them to the 
Truth, | 

Hence it follows, by the Principles of all Parties , chat the 
Error of a Revolter can hardly be preſumed Tntinabie, and conſce 
quently not wholy Excryſable. So that tor Judging concerning the 
Salvability of particular Perſons, ic only remains to be enquired 
further, Whether they bc capable of ſuch a degree of Vincible leno- 
rance as may be expiable by a General Repentance, and the perfor- 
mance of all other Conditions of the Goſpel in an Frroncous Communion 2 
And the Reſolution of this depends on theſe Enquiries : 

1, Whether the Erroneonus Communion ( the Koman for Example ) 
embrace the DcCtrine of Repentance {o intirely, according, to 
the Conditions required of it in the Goſpel , as that the 
Repentance performed in it may be pretumed ſuch as God 
will accept ? 

2, What degree of Vincible Ignorance 1s expiable by a General 
Repentance ? For it is certain that all is not, 

3. Whether a Revolter from our Communion be capable of 
that degree of Vincible Ignorance which is {© expiable ? 

The exact Diſcuſſion of theſe things is too large to be inlifted 
on at preſent, and therefore I ſhall only make application to the 
defign of the Queſtion. I ſhall therctore thew that what Poſſibility 
of Salvatim ſoever we may allow to Perſons of the Roman Com- 
munion, yet it is no prudent ground to encourage one who is not 
already of it, to revolt to it, To this purpoſe | deſire it may be 
conſidered, 

I. That all the grounds we pretend to have for our Charity, 
are rather Negative than Poſitive : rather our untatishednef(s with 
thoſe Arguments which pretend to prove them actreally damned, 
than any Poſitive Convictions that any of them are atinally ſaved. 

2. That our Charitable Preſumptims are principally grounded 
on things impethble to be known by Us, ſuch as are the Vnco- 
venanted Mercies of God, and the poſſibility of Sincerity, and even 
particular Explicite Repentance of the Error in the Perſon ; fo that 
it is very catic for Vs to be miſtaken in our Charity, and we pro- 
tcſſedly chuſe it as a miſtake ( if it ſhould prove one) more par- 
donable than Cenſoriouſneſs, 

3. That. 
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3+ That the Caſe, concerning which we Judge Charitably, is 
ſo very rare and extraordinary, as that no particular Erroneows Per- 
ſon can be very confident that it is her own: Nay, when we ſay, 
that their Errors are of their own Nature deſtructive of Salvati- 
on, and that God has not interpoſed any General Ordinary means 
for preventing their proving actually damnative in the Event, it 
will thence follow that there are very juſt fears concerning the 
vencrality of their Communion, and conſequently many odds 
to one of the miſcarriage of cach particular Perſon, which the 
Gentlewoman may do well to think of ſeriouſly, 

4. That the degree of Penitence which {hall be accepted by 
God in a particular Caſe, upon account of his uncovenanted Mer- 
cy, is very hard, if not impoſſible, to be known by the Perſon con- 
cerncd ; fo that even they who ſhall enjoy the benefit of it in the 


other World, yet may want the comfort of it in this ; and there- 


fore can ground no conhidence in any Praftice undertaken on that 
Suppolition. 

5. That this Security is very much more hazardous, and more 
difficult to be Judged of, in Caſe of Vincible, than of Invincible 
Tonorance, which has been proved to be generally the condition 
of Perſons concerned in this Enquiry. 

6. That it is certainly more dithcult in the Caſe of Revolters, 
than of ſuch who have had their Education in the Roman Commus- 
nions 

Theſe things I conceive {ufficient to ſhew that our acknowledg- 
ment in this affair can afford no ſecurity for a Revolt, to a Perſon 
who ſeriouſly believes Us, and is defirous to be Guided by Us. 
But if we be conlidered as Adverſaries, and conſequently our Au- 
thority be conſidered qnly as cogent agaiuſt our Selves, eſpecially 
when taken in conjunction with other things, as they uſually 
argue the Security of a change fron our Singularity in Aﬀſerting 
the Salvability of our own Communion, and our Agreement even 
with the Romaniſts in owning the Salvability of theirs ; whence 
they conclude it ſafer: for an Ignorant Perſon to venture her Pra- 
dice in that way, in the ſafety whereof we are all agreed, than 
in that wherein we are fingular : In Anſwer hereunto I ſhall, at 
preſent, only propoſe hes things to the Gentlewomans Con- 
{ideration : 

1. That the unreaſonableneſs of this Argument has been 


ſufficiently ſhown by others ; particularly She may conſult Bi- 
ſhop 


An Anſwer to Six Queries, &c. 'S; 


ſhop Taylor's Letter, and the Dean of Canterbury's Sermon, which On 1 Cor. 111, 
are in Engliſh, and are ſhort and eafic to be underttood by her, 15: 

2, That the Suppoſition it ſelf is falſe here. For they of the 
Roman Communion'do as fully own the Poſſibility of the Salva- 
tion of particular Perſons in our Communion,as we do in theirs, 
both as to the Principles whence it is deduced, (touching Invin- 
cible Ignorance) which are granted as well by them as by Us,and 
even in expreſs Conteſſions, when they are pleaſed to ſpeak their 
minds freely ; of which I muſt needs fay, they are in Policy 
more cautious, for fear of giving Us any encouragement to con- 
tinue in our own Communion. It She doubt of this, She may, 
if She pleaſe, conſult of our Engliſh Authors (for in dealing with 
her I would not willingly quote any others) Mr. Richworth Dia- 
log. 1. $. 7. pag. 38. Ed. Paris, 1648. Mr. Creſſy Exomolog, 
Sect. 2, Chap. 50. $.11. pag. 396. Knot in Charity Maintained, 
Part I, Chap.I. g. 3, 4. compared with Mr. Chil.ngworth's An- 
ſwer, Ib. $.3, 4. 

3+ That this Candor of ours, when compared with their reſer- 
vedneſs in ſpeaking their minds in this Caſe, is an Argument of 
our Ingenuity and fair dealing more than theirs, which is a conſt- 
derable Argumcnt of truſt to an Ignorant Perſon , who finds her 
ſelf obliged to trult the Authority of one of Us, 


2. 2. Whether they be Idolaters, or No ? 


| Muſt confeſs that I think the true Notion of 1dolatry more difi- 
cult than is commonly conceived, and to my Underſtanding 
not yet ſufficiently explained. Nor am I willing on this occaſion 
to engage on that Diſpute, both becauſe it would be too tedious, 
and. becauſe I think moſt of the miltakes already entertained con- 
cerning, it to have been occaſioned by its having been tated in Diſ- 
putes with a deſign on ſome particular Adverſaries. Not intending 
therefore to determine pyſitzvely, Whether the Pradtices required 
by their Church as Conditions of ber Communion be neceſſarily Idola- 
tros ? T (hall only, at preſent, recommend theſe things to a Per- 
ſon in the Gentlewomans Condition, whom 1 ſuppoſe not fo 
capable of examining the particular merit of the Caxſe, and there- 
fore it will be the moſt Prudent courſe for ſuch a one to Judge 

by general Preſumptions. 
I. That their Notions concerning the Saints are _—_ the 
ame 
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1ame with thoſe of the later Heathens of the Primitive times con- 

cerning their Demons then worſhipped 3 who yet were as cer- 
tainly guilty of Idolatry (if the concurrent ſenſe of Primitive Chri- 
ſtianity may be believed) as thoſe accuſed of it in the Old Teſta- 
ment, concerning, whoſe ſenſe we want thoſe Records which 
might ſo fully intorm us. For it might have ealily been ſhewn, 
that thoſe Demons were confelſed to be of an inferior Order, and 
not to require that ſupreme degree of Worſhip proper to the 
Supreme Being ; vay, that they thought them deputed by the S- 
preme Being it (elf to convey his influences to Vs, and our Pray- 
ers to Him. 

2, That if the Heathens (notwithſtanding that their Devoti- 
ons were deſigned for good Demons) were yet deluded by Evil 
one, who were by God permitted to interpole in their ſtead, be- 
cauſe they paid that Relative reſpeft to Perſons whom he had not 
declared it his pleaſure to have ſo worſhipped, and before Ima- 
ges where they had no ſccurity from any promiſe of God, that 
none but good Demons (hould preſentiate themſelves ; How can 
the Romaniſts be ſecure that they are not the ſame way deluded. ſec- 
ing they have as little Security from God's Word (which is the 
only competent means from whence they can in this Caſe have 
Security ) that it is his pleaſure that they ſhould be publickly Invo- 
cated, and that he has given them the Ofhce of conveying his 
Bleſſings to Us, and our Prayers to Him, and that he will per- 
mit none but good Spirits to preſentiate themſelves at their 
Images ? 

3+ That if Miracles pretended to be done at ſuch Invoeations be 
urged as Arguments that God is pleaſed with them, this was 
pretended by the Heathens too. And it may be, if it were impar- 
tially Enquired into, there would not be greater and better atteſted 
Miracles for Invocation of Saints among the Romaniſts, than for the 
Invocation of Demons among the _ 

4. That the ſame Arguments uſed by the Scriptnres and Primi- 
tive Chriſtians againſt the Heathen Idolatries, are applied by the Pro- 
teſtants to the Image-worſhip among the Papilts nw ; and the ſame 
Anſwers given by the Papiſts now, . were then alſo inſiſted on by 
the Pagans. 

5. That as theſe are very ſhrewd Suſpicions of the dangerouſ- 
neſs of this Worſhip, ſo this danger is ventured on without the 
leaſt neceſſity ; there being undeniable Security from the Primitive 
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Records and Revelations of Chriſtianity, that God is pleaſed to 
accept ſuch Prayers as are addreſſed to him through the Inter- 
ceflion of Chriſt alone, ſo that there can be no necellity of ha- 
ving alſo recourſe unto the Saints. 

6, That Image-worſhip 1s not countenanced by as much as any 
Venerable Authority of truly Primitive Chriſtianity, and that the Sc- 
cond Nicene Council that introduced it, was put to very diſin- 
genuous Shifts of cornterfeit Authorities tor it. 

7. That whatever may be thought of the Worſhip deligned 
by the Roman Church , yet even Mr. Thorndike himſelf (with 
whoſe Authority our Adverfarics principally urge us in this Diſ- 
pute) does not deny that Idlatry is practiced by the Ignoranter 
Perſons of that Communion, which the Gentlewoman may jult- 
ly fear, leſt it ſhould prove her own Caſe. 

8. That the Roman Church her {cli cannot be altogether excu- 
ſed from the Idolatry of her Ignorant Communicants,(ceing, the puts 
unneceſſary Scandals in Ignorant perſons way, and is guilty of 
encouraging their Ignorance and Careleſneſs of Judging in matters 
ot Religion. 

9. That the Praflice of that Communion is generally worſe 
and grofſer than their Principles (as the Gentlewoman may in- 
form her ſelf cf, in that impartial account which is given of 
them by Sir Edwyn Sandys in his Speculum Exripe) which yet is 
obſcrved and countenanced by their moſt Eminent Guides 3 {0 
that ſuch as She cannot ſecure themſelves from the danger of it. 

10. That the Komiſh Church is by ſo much the more culpable 
in this Particular, becauſe She has not been content only to corn- 
tenance and encourage a Praftice in {0 great danger of proving 
Idolatrows, fo needlels in it (elf, fo deſtitute of all Authority, ei- 
ther of Scripture or the Primitive Catholick Church (which yet 
docs ſo extremely ſtand in need of Authority :) but She has alfo 
impoſed it as a Condition of her own Communion (which She calls 
Catholick ) fo that they who are willing to Believe and Pradiice all 
that was Believed and Praftiſed in the Primitive Church, muſt now 
be Anathematized and condemned for Hereticks for refuſing to 
Believe or Prattice any more, or to condemn thole as Hereticks 
who do refuſe it. 
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Q.3.lWhere was the Church of England before Luther's time. 


HE deſign of asking this Queſtion is certainly to make 

our Confcſſion of Novelty (in tach Caſes wherein our Ad- 
verlaries preſume our Novelty ſo notorious as that we our Selves 
cannot deny it) an Argument againſt Us ; y.t they themſclves 
are concerned in ſome Caſes to deny its cogency. For even they 
cannot deny that the deprivation of the Laiy of the uſe of the 
Cup (tor Example) has becn lately introduced into their Church 
by a pwblick Law. It therefore it may appear that or Church is 
Ancient as to all intents and purpoſcs wherein Antiquity may be 
available, but that the Church of Rome is not ſo ; and that in the 
ſenſe wherein the Church of Exgland has begun lince Lyther, there 
is no reaſon to expe that She ſhould have been Ancicuter, and 
that the Juſtice of her Cauſe does not require it 3 and that the 
Antiquity upon theſe Suppoſitions confeſſedly allowed to the 
Church of Rome is no Argument for the Juſtice of her Cauſe : 
theſe things, T think, will contain a fully ſatisfaftory Anſwer to 
the Gentlewomans Queſtion. I thall not at preſent engage on 
an accurate Diſcuſhon of theſe Heads : but ſhall only (uggelt 
{ach ſhort Obſervations as may let her ſee how unreaſonable our 
Adverſaries conhdence is in this Argument, whercin they do fo 
uſually triumph. Therefore, . 

I. Antiquity is indeed neceſſary to be pleaded for Dofirines, 
ſuch eſpecially as are pretended to belong to the Catbolick, Faith, 
and which are urged as Conditions of Communion. This is the 
Caſe wherein it is urged by Tertullian and Vincenties Lirinenſis in 
their very rational Diſcourſes on this Argument, And for this, 
I think, we may challenge the Chureb of Rome her {elf to inſtance 
in one poſiteve Dofirine impoſed by us which She her {elf thinks 
not Ancient. I am ſure the Controverfic is ſo ſtated commonly, that 
we are blamed, not for Believing any thing ancient or neceſſary 
which is not, but, for not believing ſome things which She be- 
lieves to be ſo. And if She her ſelt believe all our Poſitves, and 
withal believes that nothing is ſo to be believed but what is An- 
cient 3 1t will clearly follow that She cannot, in confittency with 
her own intereſts, deny the Antiquity of our Poſitive Dofrines, 
But for the other DeCrines ſuperadded by them, and denied by us, 
which are indeed the true. occaſion of the preſent Divitions of 

os Com- 
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Communion, we charge them with Imation, and re very 
conhdent that they will never be able to prove them, to the ſa- 
tisfaCtion ot «ny Impartial Perſon, either from clear Scripture, 
or from gennine 1tiqrity of the Frit and prrett Ages, which arc 
the way wherein we are willing, to undertake the proot of our 
poſitive P-Frines. Nay, their greateſt Champions decline the trial, 
and corplain of the detectivencls and obſcurity of the Primitive 
Chriſtian Writers, which they would not have reaſon to do it 
they thought the'n1 clear on their (ide. 

| Theſe things therefore being thus ſuppoſed, That n» Dotfrines 
ought to be impoſed Iut what are Ancient 3 That ours are ſo by our 
Adverſariecs own Confeſſim, and that our Adverſaries Dofirines are not 
Jo 3 and that in Judging this, the private Judgments of particular 
Perſons are to be truſted, as the meaſures of their ovon private Prattice 
(as it is plain that thoſe Diſcourſes of Tertullian and Vincentines [ iri- 
nenſis are principally defigned for the fatisfaftion of particular 
| Perſons, which had been impertinent if the Churches Frdgment 
| had been thought Crediblein hcr own Caſe, as a Judg of Contro- 
verſies ; beſides that even now this Argument from Antiquity is 
made uſe of for convincing ſuch as are ſuppoſed unſatished with 
her Amtbority, and therefore to w hom that Authority can be no 
Argument) which Liberty of Private Judgment 7s then cſpecial.y moſt 
fit to be indulged when the diſtance is ſo remote as it is now, when no 
Church has now thoſe Advantages for conveying dowen Apoſtolical Tra- 
dition in a Hiſtorical way as She had then : || hcſe things, I ſay, be- 
ing thus ſuppoſed, it will follow that we are wrongfully Excom- 
| municated, and therefore that we have no reaſon to fear that 
their Cenſures ſhould be confirmed by God. And though I con- 
fels every Error in the Cauſe of the Churches Cenſures will not 
excuſe the Cenſured Perſon for continuing out of her Communion, 
when the Communion may be recovered by any Submiſſion, how 
inconvenient and barſh ſoever, if it be not ſinful 3 yet that is the 
very Caſe here, that we are not only wrongfully Excommunica- 
ted, but the terms propoſed for our reſtitution to Communion 
would be directly ſinful, as has been ſhewn before. Whence it Vid. QI.Sec. 
will follow that we are excxſable, not only in ſuffering our Selves *- 
to be caſt oxt of their Communion, but alſo in continzing out of it, 
But becauſe this is not our whole Caſe, who do not only abſtain 
from their Communion, but ſe: xp a Communion of our own, 


and maintain an Eccleſiaſtical Body Politick, diſtin& from theirs 3 
I 2 our 
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our defence herein will depend on the Juſtice of the Eccleſraſtical 
Power of thoſe Perſons who govern vur Eccleſtaſtical Aſſemblies. 
And therctore, 
2. All our concernment for Antiquity here will be, that our 
Biſhops derived their power from fuch as derived theirs with a 
power of communicating it in a continual Succeſſion from the Apo- 
ftles. And this we do acknowledg true concerning the Popiſh Bi- 
ſhops themſelves, and do derive the validity of our Orders from 
the Antiquity of theirs without avy more prejudice to our Canſe 
than the Primitive Catbolickg did ſufter by acknowledging the ta- 
lidity of Baptiſm adminilired by Hereticks. For the Succeſſion of 
their Paſtors is very reconcilable with a ſuppoſed Innovation in 
their Dofirines (and certainly themſelves cannot deny that it 1s 
ſo, whilſt they charge the Orientals with Herefie, whom yet they 
cannot deny to have always maintaincd as uninterrupted a Suc- 
ceſſion of Biſhops as themielves) c{pecially conſidering that the In- 
novations we charge them with, of adding falſe and new Articles 
of Faith, not of denying the old ones, do not in the leaſt inter- 
rupt or invalidate their Succeſſion. | his therefore being ſuppoſed, 
that the hrit Biſhops of our Engliſh Reformation reccived their 
power from ſuch as had derived theirs by an uninterrupted Zuc- 
ccſſion from the Apeſtles ; it will follow that they were valid Bi- 
ſhops, and it ſo, had the power of keeping Church- Aſſemblies, and 
excrciling Zriſdifion in them, both tor the Government of their 
preſent Charges, and communicating their power to ſuccecding 
Generations. For nothing of this is pretended to exceed the 
power of a valid Biſhop. The charge of Hereſie it ſelf cannot hin- 
der the walidity of their Orders cither received or communicated ; 
though it may indeed, in the Judgment of them who bel.eve 
them.ſo, render them obnoxious to Canonical Incapacities of cxc- 
cuting them, and to Legal Degradations, not from the Charatier, 
but from the aGinal Jariſdiciion properly bclonging to their Of- 
fice. But to ſuch Canonical Tncapacities and Degradations , they 
will not deny even wlidly-Ordained Pcr(ons themielves to be ob- 
noxious, and therefore cannot make that an Argument againſt 
the validity of our Orders. And yet even this Charge of Hereſie 
againſt our Biſhops is not here to be Judged by the pretences of 
our Adverſaries, but by the merit ot the Cauſe ; and therefore is 
not to be taken for granted till it be proved. 


T [That 
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That therefore which.is indeed new in the Charch of England, 
is, that though her Pejrerve Dottrines and Orders be Ancient. yct the 
Prefeſſim ot her Negatives, and the por Afſ-rttn ct her Liberty 
from the Encroachincnts of the Roman Cort, and all her othcr 
Pratiices grounded on theſe Principles, were net avowed by her 
Ecclelialtical Governours for {cvcral Centurics beturc the Refore 
mation. And in Anſwer hercunto I f14!l intilt on the Heads alrcady 
intimated. Theretore, 

I. There was no reaſon to expcC& that her oppoſition to theſe 
Errors ſhould have been A-c4.nter, though we {tould tuppole the 
Errors themſelves to have been ſo. For there was no rcaſon to 
expect that Errors ſhould have been diſcovered for fome Ages 
betore the Reformation, when there was (o great a went cf that 
kind of Grammatical and Hiſtorical Learning which is only tit to 
qualihe a Perſon to Judg of Eceleſtaſtical Tradiion ; at leatt, they 
were not likely to have been diſcovered by fuch a number as 
had been rcquilite to maintain an open oppotition. And it the 
Errors had been diſcovered, yet it was not calie to expect {uc- 
ccls in holding out againſt the Cort of Rome, which was then fv 
very powerful, and there was no rcaſon to expect ſuch attempts 
from Prudent Perſons where there was no probability of ſucccls. 
And there was yet leaſt reaſon of all to expect this oppolition 
from Biſhops then, when no Biſhops were made without the Popes 
conſent, which he was not likely to give to ſuch as were likely 
to oppoſe him ; when, after they were made, they were obliged 
to be true to Him by expreſs Oaths, as well as by their Intereſts of 
peaceable continuance, or hopes of future preferment ; when, 
at leaſt, it was impoſſible to refift their Fellow Biſhops, the genc- 
rality of whom were, in all likelihood, ſwayed by theſe Preju- 
dices z when they had ſeen mighty Princes themſelves worlted in 
thoſe Conteſts, and the extreme Severity of that Court againlt 
Diſſenters ; when, laſtly, differing, from the Church of Rome in 
any thing was counted Hereſte, and Herefie was proſecuted with 
the extremeſt Iafamy (which muſt needs weaken the Authority 
of thoſe Oppolers with others) as well as other Penalties of the 
Canon Law, Nor, 

2, Does the Juſtice of our Cauſe require a greater Antiquity for 
our Negatives : For, 

1, Our Negatives are not pretended to be of perpetual obligati- 

on, but only for preventing the malignity of the contrary 
Afirma- 
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| Aﬀermative Articles to which they are oppoſed. And there- 
fore there is no reaſon to expect Formal Negatives oppoſed 
to Additional Articles trom the beginning, betore the Addi- 
tional Articles themſelves were thought of ; nor to expe&t 
a Kefermation of Abuſes before there were Abnſes to be Re- 
formed, ſecing that in cuurle of Nature thele Negatives pre- 
ſuppoſe the contrary Afrmatives, as a pretence of Reforma- 
tim muſt alſo preſuppole Abuſes. And theretore the pre- 
rence of the greatcr Antiquity of our Adverfarics Errors and 
Abuſes is fo far from prejudicing the reputation of our Ne- 
gatives and Reformation, as that it is indeed the belt Argu- 
ment of their Juſtice and Seaſonableneſs. For ſuch Negatives 
as theſe, and fuch a Reformation, mult necds have been un- 
warrantable, if there had not been before Errors fit to be 
denied, and Abuſes tit to be reformed, Nor, 

2. Is it any Prejudice to the Faſtice of our Cauſe, that theſe 
Errors were not oppoſed with formal Negatives as ſoon as 
they appeared, For ſuch Errors as theſe were uſually firſt 
received as the Opinions of private Perſons before they were 
countenanced by Axthority; and whiltt they proceeded no 
further, there was not that miſchief in them, nor conſe- 
quently that obligation to oppole them, as when at length 
they came to be ſo countenanced. For the Errors of Pri- 
vate Perſons, whilſt they are no more, are not conceived ſo 
to oblige us to be of their mind, as that our ſilence ſhould 
in any Prudence be expounded as an Argument of our 
conſent ; and conſequently cannot be ſuch a provocation to 
us to oppoſe them openly in our own Detence. Nor, 

3e Is it neceſſary to expect that there (ſhould have been an 
open oppolition of them, even as ſoon as countenanced by 
Authority. For if even in the reproof of the miſcarriages of 
private Perſons, Chriſtianity obliges us to procced with all 
poſſible candor and modeſty ; we are certainly much rather 
obliged to proceed fo in dealing with Perſons cf Authority. 
We ſhould give them time to refle&, and we ſhould bear 
with any Perſonal inconveniences that are not dircQly fin- 
ful ; rather than occaſion thoſe diſturbances which are uſu- 
ally to be expcted from a publick oppoſition of them. 
Nor is this forbearance more agreeable to reaſon, than to 
tlic ſentiments of thoſe Ages who were generally roffeſſed 
with 
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with an exceſſive vencration for Authority, eſpecially Ecele- 


faftical 3 fo that there is reaſon to believe that they would 


bear with ſuch Errors as long as the Abuſes were tolerable, 
however otherwiſe inconvenient. 


4+ Therefore that which makes theſe Errors intolerable to pri- 


vate Perſons in dealing, with Amthority (for of ſuch I (peak) 
is the impoſing and wrging them as Conditions of Communicn. 
And this might have been ſhewn to have been Jate, not 
before their Errors were defined and impoſed in thcir Councils, 
And therefore it was but lately that any publick oppolition 
was to be expected. even from them who were in their 
Conſciences perſwadcd that our Adverfarics Doctrines 
were Erroneous. . And, 


5. When they were thus mpoſed, yet even then prir.ute Perſons 


were concerned, in Conſczence as well as Prudence, to forbcar 
an open oppoſition, when there were no hopes of doing 
good, nay too probable fears of prejudicing their Cauſe by 
it for the future: when upon their oppolition, they mutt 
have expeed to have been condemn:d 5 when being con- 
demned, they were to be caſt out of Communion 3 when 
being Excommunicated for ſuch a Cauſe , others would 
have been deterred by their Example, and their credit mult 
have becn impaired by the Infimy incurred by the Canon- 
Law then in force, and their very condemnation would for 
the future mightily prejudice Mens minds againſt the like 
attempts, when none cond revive the like true Doctrine 
without the diſrepute of being ſuppoſed to revive an anct- 
ently-condemned Hereſfie ; and when there were no hopes 
of being able to preſerve themſelves in oppoſite Aſſemblies 
without Biſhops to Head them, without whom they could 
not maintain a Succeſſion of Prieſts, nor conſcquently of $4- 
craments, and the like employments 2nd advantagcs of Fc- 
clefiaſtical Aſſemblies ; and when no Biſhops were likcly to 
countenance ſuch a deſign, whiltt they were held in fuch 
captivity to the Court of Rome by Oaths as well 25 theis 
other Worldly Intereſts, and when no Perſons of a free in- 
genuous temper were likely to attain the honour of 


Epiſcopacy. 


Theſe Reaſons, with a very eaſie Application, may ſuffice to 
ſhew that in an ordinary way there was no rcaſon to cxpcct the 


Retorma- 
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Reformation ſconer than it was. And that there was no neceſſt- 
ty ſufficient to oblige God to interpole to raiſe Men up to it Ex- 
traordinarily, will appear if it be conlidered, 

6. Thar it is not every neceſſity of the Church that can oblige 
God to ule ſuch Extraordinary means, but only fuch a necel- 
lity as mult have deſtroyed a Church from the Earth, that 
is, fuch a Socicty of Men wherein Salvaticn might be at- 
tained by the ordinary Preſcriptions of the Goſpel. Now the 
prevalency of theſe Errors docs not oblige us to acknow- 
ledg that ſuch a Church as this muſi h.ve failed even in | 
thole Ages wherein theſe Errors axe ſuppoſcd to have pre- 
vailed for ſome Centuries before the Keformation : For, 

1, Though the Occidental Church had failed, yet Chriſt might 
have had ſuch a Church among the ſeveral Communions of 
the Orientals. And I know no greater inconvenience, in this 
regard, in admitting the faileur of the Oceidental Church, 
than what our Adverſarics themſelves are obnoxious to, in 
admitting the like defection in the Oriental. | 

2. The prevailing of theſe Errors does not oblige us to deny 
an ordmary poſſibility ot Salvation according to the Preſcripti- | 
ons of the Goſpel, even in the Church of Rome it ſelt in thoſe 
Centuries before the Reformation : For, 

1. We do not deny all Neceſſaries to Salvation, even according 
to the ordinary Preſcriptions of the — have becn taught 
even then in the Church of Rome. The Errors we charge | 
them with, are not of Defe&, but Adding to the Original 
Articles of Faith. And therefore, 

2, It it may appear that the tin of Adding to the Faith was not 
(to ſuch as were no farther acceſſary to it chan by continu- 
ing in the Communion of ſuch as were really guilty of it) 
ſo imputable ordinarily as to hinder the Salvation of ſuch as 
were not otherwiſe wanting tc themſclves in their own 
Endeavours 3 or at lealt not in ſuch a degree as to oblige 
God to intgrpole in an Extraordinary way for its Ordinary 
prevention : this will be futhcient to ſhew that (ſuppoſing 
thoſe Errors ſo dangerorns as we do indeed ſuppoſe them, 
yet) God was not obliged to raiſe up, and maintain a Com- 
munion 1m oppotition to them tor preventing the failing of 
ſuch a Church as I have ſpoken of, even in theſe Weſtern 
Parts. And that this was ſo , may appear from theſe Con- 
liderations : 1, That 
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I. That that skill in Ecclefiaſticz! Learning, by which our firſt 
Reformers were enabled to diſcover theſe Errors, was ge- 
nerally wanting in the Ages before the Reformation, which 
might make their miſtakes then much more pardonable 
than now. 

2. That the great miſchicf of theſe Errors is, not ſo much the 

believing more for matters of Faith than really was fo, as 
the miſchievous Conlequence of doing fo, the Diviſions of 
the Church neceſſarily following hereupon, the condemning of 
good Catholicks tor Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, and excluding 
them from Communion, and hereby making the Peace of Chri- 
ftendom impoſſible on any juſt and tolerable terms, and Abu- 
ſes impollible to be Reformed. Which was not ſo imputable 
in thoſe Ages when there was no viſible Communion to be 
condemned by joyning with that of Rome; for as for the 
even unjuſt Excommunication of particular Perſons, Provi- 
dence is not ſo concerned as to interpoſe Extraordinarily for 
their Prevention. This I ſay on Suppofition that the Walden- 
fes and Albtgenſes, &c. were ſuch as our Adverſaries repre- 
ſent them. If they were otherwiſe, then among them there 
was a Succeſſion, tor {o long, of Charches holding our Do- 
Erines before Luther. 

3+ The Prudential Reaſons now given might then generally 

excuſe private Perſons, and all ſuch as were not acceſſary to 
. the guile of introducing thoſe Errors (who were much the 
greater Part, and it is only for- the greater Part that Provi- 
dence is neceſſarily concerned) from the guilt of not pub- 
lickly Reforming them. Yet even they are not ſo Excuſable 
now, when the power of the Pope is ſo much decricd, and 
there are ſo many Churches and Church-Governowrs, under 
whoſe ProteQion they may put themſelves, and with whoſe 
Communion they may joyn, in oppolition to them. 


3- The Antiquityallowed totheir Errors on this Suppoſition is 


not ſufficient to juſtiftie their Cauſe, For, 


1. This Antiquity is not Prinztive, but only of fome later 1g- 
norant Apes. And'the Unreaſdnableneſs of preſuming Doftrines 


. to have deen” Premitive only; becauſe chey were aCtually found 


embraced by the Church in later Ages, and of Preſcribing on that 
account againſt a new Examination of them by immediate re- 
K courſc 
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courſe to-the Originals, might have been ſhewn from the Fa- 
hers as well as from the Proteſtants. 

2, The Antiquity of thoſe Notions of theirs, whereby they 
confine the Catholick Church to that part of it in the Roman C 
munion (which might have been proved Fundamental to all their 
other Dodtrines, as they are made Articles of Faith and Con- 
ditions of Communion ) is contradicted by the Oriental Chrches 
generally, who are as ancient, and of -as Unqueſtionable a Sxcceſ- 
fron, as the Chutrch of Rome her ſelf; and as ancient in teaching the 
contrary. 

3. The utmoſt Antiquity which we allow for their unwarran- 

table Dotirines, is not fo great as muſt be acknowledged (by all 
that will Judy candidly) for ſeveral, which of all ſides are ac- 
knowledged to be Heretical, 1 do. not only mean thoſe of the 
Arians, but alfo of thoſe great Bodies of the Orieatal Hiſtorians 
and Emtychians; continuing to this day divided from the Roman 
Church ; eſpecially if they be really guilty of thoſe Herefier which 
are charged on them; and they mult by: Romanifts be held guilty 
of ſome, fot- Juſtifying their own PraQtice of condemning them. 
. 4. Some of their preſent Decrees (particulatly thole-concern- 
Ing the 2dmiſſion of the Hpoeryphal Books into'the Canon, and re- 
ceiving, Unwritten Traditions with Equal Reverence with the Writ- 
ten Word of God) I doudt arc not:more anciently impoſed, as Con- 
ditions of Cathvlick Communioh, 'thaw: the Council: of3Eyenr vit (elf, 
which was fince T#ther. And both of thete are very 'confiderable, 
and eſpetially*the'latter 'is very Fundamental to many of their 
other -Deerees,' © 3 5-7! Wir uon of 


Q. 4. Why all the Reformed Churches are wot Pnited 


in One ? : 


Preſume the defign of this Queſtion is not ſo much a Curioſity 
| to be informed, -either of the Politick, Reaſons which in the 
Courſe of Second Cauſes might have an Influence on thoſe Diviti- 
ons which were occaſioned by the Reformazion-z or of thoſe that 

- might move God to/perniit Second Coufes. to a according, to their 
Natural Inclination, without the Ioterpoſition of any Extraordi- 
rary reſtraint : but only to.lay hold 'on: that Advantage from our 
acknowledged Dyvifions, _ they may ſeem to afford to the 

Pre- 
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Prejudice of our common Caxfe. I ſhall' therefore at preſent on- 
ly propoſe ſuch things to the Gentlewomans Conſideration, as 
may-let her underſtand the weakneſs of this Argument Chow Po- 
pular ſocver) when they conclude us either mittaken our Selves, 
or, at leaſt, unfit to Guide others in the General Reformation  be- 
cauſe we are not all agreed in all the Particulars. 
To this purpoſe it will be at preſent ſufficient to inliſt on two 
ings; 1. That there is' no reaſon why -the Romenifts ſhould 
upbraid Us with this Argument, and that it is their Intereſt, as 
well-as ours, to' Anſwer it: 2. That the Argument it ſelf is of 
no force as it is uſed by them againſt us. 
I. There is no Reaſon why the Romanifts ſhould upbraid Us with 
this Argument, and they, as well as we, are obliged to Anſwer it. 
or, | 
I.. This very Argument was by the Primitive Heathens made 
uſe of againſt Chriftianity in General,as it isnow againtt Us ; and 
our Adverſaries would do well to conſider, whether the ſame 
Anſwers pleadable by themſclves now in behalf of thoſe Chrifti- 
ans, and actually pleaded by the Apologiſts then, be not as plead- 
able for Us now. Nay, this mukicude of Sects in Chriſtianxy is 
even now the great Argument of-Irreligious: Perſons againſt the 
Truth of Religion 3. and I cannot believe-that any Pioully diſpo- 
ſed Perſon among them, can be pleaſed to allow the Argument 
to be of any force in cither Caſe, rather than want an Argu- 
ment againſt Us. Yet I believe they will never be able to ſhew 
any Diſeritys:> Try | | 
3» If they (peak, not-of Dividing Principles, but of - aiual Divi- 
fons, they, as well as we, have ſuch among themſelves. They 
have Diviſions betwixt the Iriſh Remonſtrants and Anti-Remonſtrants, 
Moliniſts and: Fanſexifts, 'as well as Fhomift- and Scotiſts, and Fe- 
ſwites,fome of which Parties are Divided as well in Communion as 
in Opinions, Wf they ſay that. theſe Diviſions are not the faults of 
their Opinions, but the particular perverſity of Perſons ,, who 
will not ſtick to thoſe Prenciples which might keep ther Vuited, 
when their Intereſt inclines them otherwiſe : the ſame will be 
pretended by- every Dividing Party. It they think it Injurious 
that their whole. Communzoz thould be charged with the miſdemea- 
nors of Perſons condemned by it z We-all of Us plead the fame, 
for there is no Party that does not:condetnn all others in thoſe 
things wherein they Divide fxom = = an ” 
2 3. 
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3- If they think our Differences concerning the Particulart we 
would have Reformed, an Argument that the whole deſign of a 
Reformation is in it elf Suſpicious and Uncertain ; let-them con- 
fider what themſelves do or can fay, when they are, in the like 
way of Arguing, uwged by Us with the ſeveral Opinions con- 
cerning the Seat of Iafallibilty ; whence our Authors conclude 
the Uncertainty of the thing it ſelf, It might eafily have been 
ſhewn, upon this and the like Occaſions, how they do, and are 
obliged to, acknowledg the Unreaſorablenels of this way of Ar- 
guing. But the deſigned Previty of my preſent Employment on- 
ly permits me to point at the Heads of what might be ſaid, not to 
enlarge on the Particulars. 

4. It might have been ſhewn that theſe Differences amon 
them concerning the Judg of Controverſies, tend Naturaly, _ 
by due Rational Conſequence, to the diſſolution of their” Communion, 
a Charge which we think cannot be proved againſt that which 
we believe the Right Communion. 

2, Therefore, to ſhew diretily the weakneſs of this Argument, Let 

it be conlidered, | 

1. That whatever Differences they upbraid us with, yet they 
can never prove that they follow by auy Natural and Rational Con- 
ſequence from the General Principles of the Reformation, though 
poſſibly they may indeed have been occaſioned by that Liberty of 
Spirit which was abſolutely requiſite for undertaking a defign 
of ſuch a Nature ; as it mult on all ſides be acknowledged 
poſſible that things really good may notwithſtanding prove occa- 
fions of Evil. And how very Unjuſt and Unreaſouable it is to 
charge Perfonat Faxlts upon Deſigns (that is in this Caſe the faults 
of Reformers upon the Reformation) all, even the Romanifts the- 
{clves, will acknowledg, in Caſes whercin they are difintereſſed. 

2. That, this being Suppoſed, all. that they can conclude from 
theſe Diifions of the Reformery,' is only,” that no one Communion 
of the Reformers has that-advantage over the zeſt as that, Ante- 
cedently to all Enquiry into the merit of the Cauſe, its Word is 
fit to be truſted as a Guide in Controverſies, to aſſure any of its 
own Truth, and of the Error of all differing from it. This, if the 
Gentlewoman will obſerve, ſhe will find that their Arguments 
from this and the like Topicks, only aim at. For becauſe they 
challenge ſach a Priviledg themſelves,they fancy Us to do fo tooz 
and that our deſign is not to overthrow a Judg of Controverſies, but 


only 
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only to tranſlate that Title from the Pope to Luther, or ſome others . 
of our eminent Reformers, which is far from our deſign. But this 
difference in Opinion does not in the leaſt prove, but that, upon a 
tap Enquiry into the merit of the Cauſe, one Party may 

found to have the adyantage of the other, which is all that 
we pretend to, 

3+ That this difference of the ſeveral Parties of the Reformation 
m other things, is rather a very ſtrong Preſwmption (for an Ignc- 
rant Perſon who muſt condudt her ſelt by Preſumptions) that there 
w_—_ reaſon for thoſe things wherein they are all agreed, and 
indeed is a greater Argument for the Credibility of the Reforma- 
tion in general, than for that of the Roman Communion. For to a 
diſ-intereſſed Perſon the Agreement of thoſe is a more valuable 
Argument for the Truth of what they ſay, who ſeem moſt of all 
aQed by the merit of the things, avd leaft of all influenced by 
the Opinions and Authorities of a few ; and there can hardly be 
conceived a more conſiderable Argument of their freedom in Fudg- 
ment, than their atinal difference in other things. What therefore 
the Proteſtants are agreed in,ſeems more likely to be the real ſenſe 
of all that are ſo agreed upon an Impartial Enquiry 3 whereas 
the Romaniſts are generally Influenced by a few of the Court of 
Rome, to whom the reſt do generally conceive themſelves obli- 
ged in Conſcience to conform. And this advantage of the diffe- 
rences Of Proteſtants for recommending, theis Credibility in other 
things, above that of their Adverſaries, to the Truſt of an Igno- 
rant Perſon,will appear the more remarkable, if it be conſidered, 

4+ That they are not only agreed in general in the fitneſs of a Re- 
formation,but alſo in moſt of the Particulars to be Reformed.Indeed if 
they were only agreed in general,that it were fit aReformation ſhould 
be, but agreed in no Particslars ; it might ſeem too probable a 
Suſpicion, that it was not Truth, but FaGion, and the diſturbance 
of the Pxblick , that was their common deſign. But that is far 
from being the Caſe here. 

5. The Diviſions of the Proteſtants in Dotirinearenot ſo irrecon- 
cileable as they may ſeem. The Harmony of Confeſſions ſhews them 
agreed in the Principal. As for the others, it is plain that our 
Charch of England does not think them worth contending for, 
whillt ſhe admits the ſeveral Parties into her Communion ; and 
if other Proteſtants think otherwiſe, yet She'is not Reſponkible 


for them, becauſe She js not of their mind. The moſt pernici- 
ous 


26 


An Anſwer to Six Queries, &C. 


ous Principles of all, which moſt Naturally tend to Divifion,; aud 
which make the differences reſulting. from them moſt impoſſble 
to be reconciled , are the differences concerning Chureh-Govern= 
ment'z and in that our Chxrch has Innovated nothing thatſhould 
cauſe any breach, even from the Roman,much leſs from any other 
part of the Catholick Church. And moſt of their other Differences 
are no longer Irreconcilable than the Perſons are likely to continue 
averſe to Reconciliation z but theſe Differences about Church-Govern- 
ment are ſo derived from the nature of the Things, as: that they 
may Cauſe Diviſton among Perſons otherwiſe well meaning, and 
of a Peaceable Diſpoſition. 

6. This Argument from the Diviſuns of Proteſtants, is princi- 
pally proper for ſuch as are not aQtually engaged in any particelay 
Communion of them, and- even to them _ to have no more. 
force than that of a Prudent Preſiemption, till the Perſon {o Pre- 
ſuming might have leiſure to examine Particulars. But that ſeems 
not to be the Gentlewomans Caſe whom1I ſuppoſe to have been 
hitherto educated inthe Church of England, and to have had ſufh- 
cient opportunities of Informing her {elf concerning us. For ſuch 
a one it would ſure be ſufficient that oxr Church is no way guilty af 
theſe Diviſions, whatſoever may be the Caſe of other Proteſtants. 


Q 5. Why the Charch of England doth not hold'up to 
Confeſſion, Fafting-days, Holy Oyl, which we our 
| Selves commend ? | 
er miſtake that the ©xetionift does ſuppoſe Us to commend 
Haly Oyl. f 
However we think all the Inftances here mentioned lawful and 
indifferent, and ſo to be as obnoxious to the Prudence of particu- 
lar Charch-Governowrs , as other things of that nature are by all 
acknowledged to be ; and we ſhall conceive our Selves ſecure 
of the. Gentlewomans Communion, it She will not alter till our 
Adverſaries prove them neceſſary Antecedently to Church Autho« 
rity, which is more than they will as much as pretend to, at leaft, 
concerning, ſome of them, 
Theſe things therefore being thus ſuppoſed, I ſhall propoſe 
two things to the Gentlewomans Contideration: 1. That ſuppo- 


ling We-were toblamein omitting them,yet this were noground- 


for Her to.leave-our. Communion : 2. That as far as they: axe not: 


impoſed by our Church, there was reafon for theis not impoling, - 
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"I. Smppoſing that we were indeed to blame in omitting theſe Eceleſiaſtical 
Obſervances, yet this-world be no ſufficient ground to excuſe the Gentle- 
woman for leaving mer Communion. For, 

I. No Indifferent thing.how impredent or inexpedient ſocver (and that 
is the higheſt Charge that the Churches miſtake in a matter of this na- 
rare, is chargeable withal, as long as the Objed is ſupoſed of its own 
-rature Jndifferent ) as long as it is not finfl (and certainly it can be r0 
Sin to fubmit for Peare's: ſake to an improdent Conſtitution) can exculſe'a 
-departate from a Communion that is in other regards allowable. 

2, Whatever a Separation on this account might be in others, yet it 
is leſs excuſable in Swbjefts, who are no way Reſponſible for as much 
as the Imprudences of ſuch Conſtitutions, and who are certainly bound 
to bear with all tolerable frailtie: of their lawtul Governours, and 
who are not indeed fo well qualined for Judging concerning then. 
as neither being {o well skilled in Politicks generally,nor being made 
acquainted with the ſeeret Reaſons of fuck Confitutions, which 
might make that, which without them might ſeem ſtrange, appear 
highly commendable when conſidered with them, 

3+ The Gentlewomans Sex, and poſſibly her particular Condition, 
may not have thoſe Advantages which many others (though Subjects 
alſo) have for Judging concerning then. 

\Theſe Argurnents are ſo agreeable to the Principles of our Adver- 
faries themſelves, as that they frequently make uſe of them for retain- 
ing Perſons in their own Communion. Which the Gentlewoman may 
be pleaſed to take notice of if any of her Temptersſhould Queltion them 

' here, where they are diſferviceable to their Intereſts. But farther, 

4 _ in Governoxrs acknowledging themlclves Falible (tho they 
be ſuppoſed indeed to be Abuſes) are much more tolerable than in thoſe 
who'do.not ſeeing there may be hopes that Governours,acknowledg- 
ing theinſelves Falkble, may in time be better informed, and: may then 
themſelves reform what is ami(s, without the compullion of their Sub- 
jects 3'which cannever beexpetted from ſuch as pretend to'be- Infallible. 

5. If Abuſes of this Nature be conceived a ſufficient Reaſon for lea- 
ving, a Communion wherein we arc already, much more are they ſufh- 
cient for hindring our acceſs to another, wherein as yet weare not. So 
' that this-ſame Reaſon, if it ſhould make her deſert the Communion 
- of the Chrerch of England,would alſo hinder her joyning in that of Rome, 
- in whichthe moſt Judicious and Candid Perſons of that Communion 
will acknowledg Abyſer of the like nature. | 

2. As far as theſe Omiſſions are countenanceed by our Church, there is 

reaſon for its 

I ſay 
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I fay[ as far as they are countenanced by oxr Church ] and therefore the 


reaſon 1 ſhall give for ſuch Omiſſions ſhall be as they are conſidered 


under that Notion : 1. Therefore, for Faſting Days, I think they 
are impoſed with the ſame deſign of Religion in our Church as in that 
of Rome (for that account of Jejuninm Ceolianum, which is given by 
ſome,is not taken for the true ſenſe of our Church by her moſt genuine- 
Sons) and that our Church is conceived to have as much Authority to 
oblige her Subje&s in Impoſitions of that Nature, ſo that I cannot 
look on this diſuſe prevailing in Prefice as countenanced by our Church.. 
If the Gentlewoman be (© zealouſly concerned for them, I am ſure She 
may Pradtice them in our Communion, as well as in that of Rome, as * 
ſeveral others do. 

2, Confeſſion, even to a Prieſt, in order to his Advice and Abſolution, 
our Church.I think, owns as much as that of Rome; though we do not 
make it a Sacrament,nor make it abſolutely neceſſary,in an ordinary way,for 
the remiſſion of every particular Sin,that it be particularly confeſſed. That 
the Pradtice of it is at preſent diſcontinued,our Church, I think, is not 
the Cauſe. That She has not interpoſed her Authority to continue it, 
might have been excuſcd : | As 

1. Becauſe the thing is only of Eccleſiaſtical Right.For the ancienteſt 0b- 
ligation totonfels Sins, tho ſcandalous in their own nature, yet not be- 
come notorious (tho that differed much from-the Confeſſion which is 
now uſed in the Roman Church) was hrlt introduced after the Per. 
ſecution by Decis,and that in oppolition to the Novatians,as Socrates 
athrms; and this was alſo afterwards taken away by Netarius Biſhop 
of Conſtantinople, who ordered every one to be left to his own Conſet- 
ence in that matter, for which other Biſhops were ſo far from cen- 
ſuring him,that they followed him in it almoſt in all places, as the 
ſame Hiſtorian tells us, and that omiſſion was vehement]y pleaded 
for by. St. Chryſoſtom, and obtained for no ſmall time; in the Greek 

Church, whatſoever it did in other places. Whence it follows that 

She has power, in diſcretion, to determine concernining its aGxal 

pratiice what She thinks hit. pi 

2. Farther, this being ſuppoſed, that it was in our Churches power 
not to Impoſe it, that She did at prudently in not Impoſing it,but rather 
recommending it to the Liberty of private Devotions, will appear, if. it-be 
conſidered that, it She had impoſed it, She mult neceſſarily have ex- 
cluded all ſuch from her Communion as had not been fatished with 
it; and it had not been Prudent to have excluded Perſons from her 

Communion for Indrfſerent things avoidable by her, when She was 

complaining of the like Tyranny in the Church of Rome, eſpecially 
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conſidering that it was alſo likely that the number was great 

of thofe who were ſo diſlatished with it. 

However, if the Gentlewoman be defirous to Pratiice it for 
her own Editication, 1 believe She may be turniſhed with Perſons 
fitted for it in the Church of England. 

3. As for the ulc of Holy Oy! in any of the pretended Sacra- 
ments, we do not ſo far condemn it, as to refuſe Communion with 
other Churches that uſe itz nay, we our Sclves retain it as a de- 
cent Ceremony of Conſecration in the Coronations of our Princes. 
Only we again conceive it, 

. 1, A matter indifferent in it ſelf,and not Eſſential to thoſe Offices, 
becauſe of the differences in the Church concerning it. 

2, This being ſuppoſed,our Church does no way conceive it Pru- 
dent to continue it ; both becauſe it was the delign of the Re- 
formation to reduce the Sacraments to their Primitive Simplicity, 
that ſo Perſons might Communicate in them on the ſame free 
terms as then; and becauſe the Errors of thoſe who made them 
Eſſential to the Myſteries, were of great Conſequence, and very 
fit oo ſo diſcountenanced by a diſcontinuance of the Pradiice 
it (elf, 

If by the Holy Oyl here mentioned, he meant particularly their 
Sacrament of Extreme Undtion, 1. Our Adverſaries cannot prove a 
Sacramental Unfion for the firſt Centuries. A Miraculous one they 
may, but ſeeing themſelves confeſs the ordinary Ulſe of the Mira- 
cle to haveceaſed, there is noneceſſary reaſon obliging our Church 
to continue the external Ceremony.This is at leaſt ſufficient to ſhew 
that itis in the Churches power to continue it,or not, Which being 
ſuppoſed, I add, 2, That evenin tegard of the benefit expeted by 
it, whether of Bodily recovery, or remiſſion of ſins, or Spiritual ſtrength 
againſt the Agony of Death, the Gentlewoman ,nor any other Sub- 
je of over Church,can ſuffer no loſs by our Church's diſcontinuance 
of it. For all theſe things are as certainly attainable by the means 
continued in our Church from Unqueſtionable Apoſtolical Tradition 
(as the Prayers and Abſolztion of the Prieſt and the Bleſſed Sacrament ) 
as they could by the Undion it ſelf; fo that I cannot perceive how 
a devout Perſon need to be concerned for the want of it , on the 
terms now mentioned. Eſpecially conſidering, 3. That in the way 
it is Adminiftred among, them, to Perſons palt hopes of recovery, 
and uſually paſt ſenſe of their own condition, it cannot be con- 
ccived inany rational way, capable * Edifying the Devotion - - 

-Perſon 
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Perſon concerned, and no other way is ſuitable to the Diſpenſation 
of the Goſpel. And ſuppoſing it no Sacrament, there is no reaſon 
imaginable why the Prayers of the Aſſiſtants for fuch a Perſon 
may not be as acceptable to God, without the obſervation of this. 
external Ceremony, as with it. And as upon theſe conceſhons its 
Continuance muſt needs appear unneceſſary, ſo, 4. It would be 
inexpedicnt to countenance the Errors conſequent to the Opinion 
of its being, a Satrament, which are of ſo weighty a concernment, 
by continuance of a Cuſtom which may fo catily be ſpared. Theſe 
things may ſudice at preſent for ſatisfying the Gentlewoman of 
her little concetnment for it, without engaging on the Diſpute 
concerning its lawtfulneſs. 

Now this Fundamental Principle of our Churches Proceedings 
in theſe and the. like Particulars, concerning the power of the 
'Church for Innoating from Ancient Cuſtoms, not only by Adding 
new ones, but Abrogating old ones, might have been proved not 
only from the Principles, but from ſeveral Pratfices of the Roman 
Church her ſelf. 


Q.6. Why was Reformation done by Act of Parliament ? 
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giſtrates concurrence in that Caſe is, that what is already per- 
formed without Hereſie or Schiſm in the Church, may be by that 
means ſetled in ſuch a particular Commonwealth without Schiſm or 
Sedition in the State. And therefore ſecing they ſuppoſe that at the 
Reformation the greater number of the Biſhops then being, were 
overawed and deprived of the Liberty of their Votes by the Se- 
cular Magiſtrate, and it is the nature of all Societies to be ſwayed 
by the greater Part ; therefore they may think it unreaſonable 
to aſcribe the Reformation to the Church of England, but only to a 
Schiſmatical part of it; ſo that the Magiſtrate having attempted 
this Reformation without warrant from the Church, they think 
they do well to call our Reformation it (elf Parliamentary. 

To this therefore I Reply, 1. That the uſe we make of this 
Topick of the Magiſtrates concurrence, is indeed no other than 
to clear our Reformation from being Seditions, which is ordinari- 
ly charged on Us by our Adverſaries, and much more ordinari- 
ly on the Foreign Proteſtants. 

2, That for clearing the very proceedings of the Magiftracy 
from being Heretical oz Schiſmatical, to the Conſcience of the 
Magiſtracy it ſelf, it is ſufficient that the Magiſtracy gave its Aſi- 
Rtance and Protefion to no other Church, but ſuch as, at leaſt, ac- 
cording to the genuine Dictate of their Conſcience, was neither 
Heretical nor Schiſmatical. But this ay of the private Con- 
ſcience of the Magiſtracy is, I confels, a thing we are at preſent 
not ſo neceſſarily concerned for ; and therefore, 

3. We grant farther, that for ſatisfying our own Conſciences 
of the Juſtice of theſe proceedings of the Magiſtracy, it is requi- 
ſite that we be ſatisfied that they were Adviſed by that part of 
the Clergy, whoſe Advice we conceive they ought to have follow- 
ed. £0 that if this may appear in the Caſe we are ſpeaking of, 
this, and this alone, will be a ſufficient Vindication of the Magi- 
ſtrates proceedings to the Conſciences of his Sbjetts. 

4. Therefore the Determination of the Fuſtice of the Advice 
followed by the Magiſtrate, may be reſolved two ways : Either 
from the merit of the Cauſe ; or from the Legal Authority and 
Right the Perſons may be preſumed to have to be conſulted on ſuch 
occaſions. As for the former, it is in the preſent Caſe the princt- 
pal Diſpute, Whether the Reformation undertaken by the Magi- 
ſtrate, was right or not? and therefor? very unfit to be relyed cn 
25 2 Preſumption to prove the Magiſtrates proceedings Irregular. The 


latex therefore only is propcr to be infiftted on here. And it con- 
bus 
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ſits of -two charges : That by the Laws of the Land the Mugi- 
ſtrate ought to have, been, adviſed-by the Biſhops then poſſeſſed of 
the ſeveral Sces 3. and, That in adviſing with the Clergy, whoever 
they were, he ought to haveallowed them che Liberty of ſpeak- 
ing their minds, -and to.have -been ſwaycd by the greater part. 
Thele things are conceived fo neceſlary, as that the Magiſtrate not 
obſerving them, may be preſumed to a&t as no way influenced by 
the Clergy. Which is the Reaſon why they call our Reformation, 
wherein they ſuppoſe.them not obſeryed,. Parliamentary. 

1. Therefore as to the Legal Right of the Poptſþ Clergp to 

- adviſe the Secular Pagiftrate, two things may be Replied : 

1. That this' Legal Right may'be forfeited by the Perſons by 
thejr Perſonal miſdemeanors, and of. this forfeiture .the Secular 
Magiſtrate himſelf is the proper Judg ; and that this was exactly 
the Popiſhs Biſhops Caſe at that time. : ic: 

2. That the conſideration of this Legal Rn. of no uſe for 
ſatisfying the Conſciences of their Subjes , which yet.is the only 
zſe that. is ſeaſonable for this occaſion, Tf 

2, As for the Canonical freedom to be allowed them in adviſing,” and 

the obligation of the @agiſtrate to follow the advice of the greater 
part: Theſe Canonical Rights can only ſatisfie the Conſclences of 
their own Communion, but cannot be pretended neceſſary to be obſer= 
ved, where there are different Communions, For, 

1. The Romaniſts themſelves never allow that freedom to Per- 
ſons out of their Communion, as was plain in the Council of 
Trent, and till appears on all occaſions. we 

_ 2, Eſpecially in particular National Churches, as ours was, they 
themſelves will not deny that the greater part may prove Hereti- 
cal, and thgrefore likely to prevail by Plurality of Votes ; in which 
Caſe themſelves would not withſtanding think it unequal for the 
Magiſtrate to be ſwayed by them. | | 

3. This has always been the Prajice of the Chrurch,and the Catho- 
lick, Emperors, never to allow any Canonical Right to the Aſſemblies - 
and Cenſures of Hereticks, as Athanaſms was reſtored firſt by Mixi- 
wiinus Biſhop of Triers, then by Pope Julins, after that by Maximms 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and at laſt by the Emperor Jovimen, without 
any Canonical revocation of the Synods that had condemned him. 
Many Inſtances of the like Natutemight be given. es 

4. The Popifſh Clergyhad given the hrſt Precedent of this Liber- 
ty themſelves, in refuling to admit of the Canonical Appeal'of the 

Proteſtants from the Pope to a free General Council. Mes 
F INT -& . 
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